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REMARKS 

Summary of the Office Action 

In the Office Action, the Office: 

• Rejected Claims 1, 8, 9, 15-17, 24, and 25 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Harris (WO 02/060653) in view of Akin (U.S. Patent No. 
4,565,104); 

• Rejected Claims 3 and 10 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Harris (WO 02/060653) in view of Akin (U.S. Patent No. 4,565,104) and in 
further view of Yamanaka (U.S. Patent No. 4,825,714); 

• Rejected Claims 5-7 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Harris 
(WO 02/060653) in view of Akin (U.S. Patent No. 4,565,104) and in further view 
of Zufle (U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0109953); 

• Rejected Claim 18 under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being unpatentable over Harris 
(WO 02/060653) in view of Akin (U.S. Patent No. 4,565,104) and in further view 
of Zimmerman (U.S. Patent No. 6,494,005); and 

Claims 1, 3, 5-10, 15-18 and 24-25 are currently pending in this Application. By this 
Reply, Applicant has amended Claim 1. Applicant respectfully submits no new matter was 
added by these amendments and that such amendments are fully supported by the Application as 
originally filed. Accordingly, Claims 1, 3, 5-10, 15-18 and 24-25 are at issue. 
Rejections Based on Prior Art 

Claims 1, 8, 9, 15-17, 24 and 25 stand rejected under 35 U.S.C. § 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Harris, in view of Akin. Claim 1 has been amended. 

Claim 1, as amended, requires, inter alia, the surgical robot head to be back-drivable 
wherein manual forces applied to the driving member by a user grasping the driving member 
cause the arm to rotate to a desired position, the motor responding to the manual forces to ensure 
that the arm moves smoothly to the position with constant low resistance in an unconstrained 
region and with increasing resistance towards a constraint boundary. 
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Applicant is concerned that the term "back-drivable" has been misinterpreted by the 
Office. In particular, on page 8 of the Office Action, lines 7 to 8, the Office repeats the incorrect 
contention that "[i]n the case of Akin the device is attached to a motor which can be run in 
forwards and reverse thus making a system back drivable." However, back-drivability is not 
simply an ability of a motor to run in two separate directions. As explained in Applicant's 
previous submissions, back-drivability concerns the ability of a mechanical system to move 
the input axis from the output axis . 

In the present invention, back-drivability concerns the ability of a user (for example a 
surgeon) to apply an external force to the manually graspable driving member and for that force 
to be transmitted back along the gear chain to the input motor. In the present invention, the 
"output axis" referred to in paragraph 2 of the technical paper presented in our last response (and 
attached again to this Reply), corresponds to the arm of the surgical robot, and in particular to the 
manually graspable driving member. Driving a motor in forward and reverse does not comprise 
back-drivability since the motor is in both cases applying a torque to the input axis, in this case 
to the first lead screw. 

On page 8, lines 3 to 4 of the Office Action, the Office argued that "any linear screw and 
nut system, as in the Akin reference and the instant application, is back-drivable regardless of the 
thread pitch." While this may be true in an ideal system, given infinitely small friction and 
inertia, an infinitely large lever arm from the nut, and large motor torques, that is most definitely 
not the case in the real world. Particularly, with the device of Akin, given the screw thread 
shown, the size of the nut, and normal inertia and friction, there is absolutely no possibility of a 
user being able to move the load (such as an earth station antenna) merely by applying a manual 
force to it. That fact, Applicant submits, is absolutely clear and would be readily understood by 
anyone of ordinary skill reading the Akin reference. 

Since Akin is most certainly not back-drivable, in the sense discussed, there would be 
absolutely no motivation for a skilled person to take the arrangement shown and to insert it into a 
surgical robot head as shown in Harris, in which back-drivability is an essential feature. 
Contrary to the Office's suggestion at lines 1 1 to 13 of page 8, the replacement of the drive 
system of Harris with that of Akin would most certainly alter the operation of Harris. Harris 
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would no longer be back-drivable and would accordingly be completely useless as a surgical 
robot head of the type claimed by Applicant. 

To ensure that there can be absolutely no lack of clarity about the interpretation of the 
term "back-drivable," Claim 1 has been amended. Claim 1, as amended, requires, inter alia, the 
surgical robot head to be back-drivable wherein manual forces applied to the driving member by 
a user grasping the driving member cause the arm to rotate to a desired position, the motor 
responding to the manual forces to ensure that the arm moves smoothly to the position with 
constant low resistance in an unconstrained region and with increasing resistance towards a 
constraint boundary. 

Claim 1 now explicitly provides that the head is back-drivable in that "manual forces 
applied to said driving member by a user grasping said driving member cause said arm to rotate 
to a desired position." While Applicant fully understands that back-drivability per se is already 
known, and is indeed disclosed in Harris, it is the requirement for back-drivability in Claim 1 
which prevents the structure of Akin from being usable. 

Additionally, Applicant has further amended Claim 1 by defining the way in which the 
back-drivability manifests itself. Claim 1, as amended, now makes it clear that when force is 
applied to the manually graspable driving member, the motor responds to those forces to ensure 
that the arm moves smoothly to the desired position with low resistance in an unconstrained 
region and with increasing resistance towards a constraint boundary. The basis for the new 
wording can be found in the PCT application as filed, first line of page 6, lines 12 to 14 of page 1 
and lines 1 1 to 15 of page 8. 

Applicant is not attempting to introduce further distinctions from the teaching of Harris. 
Indeed, Harris already teaches back-drivability and the use of constraint boundaries. Rather, 
Applicant's purpose is to show that the concept of back-drivability is fully set out in Claim lto 
address the Office's comment at lines 4 to 6 of page 8 of the Office Action that the claim "does 
not recite any specific back-drivable structure, and a screw and nut system can be driven in 
reverse, either by hand or a motor." 

Now that the back-drivable structure has been fully and comprehensively recited in Claim 
1, it becomes more than evident that Akin lies in an entirely different field of endeavour and 
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cannot reasonably be combined with Harris. Akin does not discuss any back-drivability 
whatsoever, let alone in the context of a robot head, and specifically a surgical robot head. 
Mechanical Arrangement of Akin 

In the latest Office Action, the Office did not substantively address Applicant's argument 
based on the dissimilarity between the claimed mechanical arrangement and that shown in Akin. 
Specifically, Akin does not disclose or suggest any of the features set out in (d)(ii) of Claim 1. 
This specific mechanical arrangement is non-obvious and is of some considerable importance in 
the context of a surgical robot head. 

Specifically, the claimed arrangement results in a very small pivot angle between the zero 
position of the lead screw and the maximal pivot position (compare the position of the screw in 
figure 4 and figure 6). In the context of surgical robotics, it is important to maintain as small a 
swing as possible, since a large swing would necessarily require a large case to cover the rotation 
control mechanism. As the Office will appreciate, in a surgical setting the internal mechanisms 
of the robot cannot normally remain exposed. A large case not only interferes with the surgeon's 
movements, but also makes it much more difficult to comply with the very strict limits on EM 
transmissions that apply to medical devices such as this. 

Akin is concerned with a completely different problem, that of rotating a load through a 
large angle of 1 80° or more. At column 2, lines 13 to 16, Akin emphasizes how the mechanical 
arrangement described can in some circumstances produce a rotational angle of "well beyond 
180°." This is a diametrically opposite problem from the one that has to be addressed by the 
present invention, and the mechanical arrangement of Akin is accordingly quite different. Akin 
has maximal pivotal positions of the screw at each end of the nut's range of movement, with a 
zero position when the nut is in the centre, as shown in Figure 1 of Akin. As the nut moves 
along the screw, the screw pivots about the pivot shaft 16 from a first maximal position at one 
end to a second maximal position at least 180° distant at the other. The claimed distinction is 
fundamental and is indubitably non-obvious, particularly - and this again has to be stressed - 
since Akin lies in an entirely different area of engineering from Harris, and has absolutely 
nothing to do with the field of robotics. 
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In view of the foregoing, Applicant respectfully submits that Claim 1, as amended, is in 
condition for allowance. Claims 3, 5-10, 15-18 and 24-25 are also in condition for allowance 
based on their dependency from Claim 1. 

Conclusion 

As a result of the above Amendments and Remarks, Applicant respectfully submits that 
the Application is in condition for allowance. If any deficiencies remain, the Office is invited to 
telephone the undersigned to facilitate allowance of the claims. 

Respectfully submitted, 



Dated: March 15,2010 By: /Peter M. Klobuchar/ 

Peter M. Klobuchar, Reg. No. 43 ,722 

Ungaretti & Harris LLP 

70 West Madison Street, Suite 3500 

Chicago, Illinois 60602 

312.977.4416 
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Abstract— Humanoid robots demand high performance on 
actuators, such as power-to-weight ratio, durability, occupation 
volume, and freedom of placement Also, for robots to interact 
with unknown objects, flexibility is necessary. Backdrivability 
is effective when both flexibility and high output torque needs 
to be realized, which were often contradicting requirement In 
this paper, backdrivable hydrostatic transmission Is proposed to 
satisfy requirements above. First, development of hydrostatic 
actuator including conditions of backdrivability is explained. 
Second design of backdrivable pump, hydraulic motor and 
manifold design is explained. Next, design of an anthropomorphic 
robot hand using developed hydrostatic transmission is discussed. 
Finally, developed hand is presented and experiments on back- 
drivability, force sensing, and grasping were performed. 

I. Introduction 

Humanoid robots demand high performance on actuators, 
such as power-to-weight ratio, durability, occupation volume, 
and freedom of placement For robots to interact with unknown 
objects, flexibility is necessary. However, high flexibility and 
high output torque is often contradicting condition. 
. Backdrivability is the ability of the mechanical system to 
move the input axis from the output axis. Most of the com- 
monly used transmissions lack backdrivability. Backdrivability 
plays large role in actuator flexibility and force controllability. 
It was not a problem when the system was built for position 
reference servo, thus in "stiffer the better" manner. However, 
when the force control is involved, importance of backdrivabil- 
ity became relevant. Without backdrivability, actuators had to 
realize flexibility by either adding elastic components in series 
to the actuator output, or by control. 

Actuators that have elastic components in series to the 
transmission are called series elastic actuators (SEA) [1]. It 
was difficult to have enough flexibility and enough output 
torque simultaneously. Also effect on servo loop oscilla- 
tion especially when emulating high stiffness was problem. 
Impedance control [2] is one of the solutions but since the 
compliance was emulated by control, they cannot react to 
quick change in external forces including collisions. 

When the backdrivability is realized, compliance of the 
system is determined by the stiffness of the servo loop. This 
compliance is passively realized, that makes it possible to react 
to impulsive inputs. The system can still produce large force 
when necessary because there is no mechanical limiting factor. 



Flexibility of the actuation is especially effective in grasping 
and manipulation of the objects. Since grasping involves 
multiple point of contact with uncertainty, robot hands need 
to deal with uncertain complicated force interaction. 

There have been many researches done on mechanism of 
anthropomorphic robot hands. Salisbury [3] and Jacobsen et 
al. [4] used metal tendons, and Lovchik and Diftler [5] used 
linkages and tendons to drive fingers with actuators placed in 
forearm. Bekey et al. [6] used mechanical linkage to realize 
more dexterity with less number of actuators. Kawasaki et al. 
[7], [8], Kaneko et al. [9], and Butterfass et al. [10] developed 
hand with miniature reducers and miniature motors installed in 
the hand. Schultz et al. [11], [12] used bellows type pneumatic 
and water actuators and put all actuator components onto 
the hand. Nonetheless anthropomorphic robot hand satisfying 
sufficient dexterity, output torque, and flexibility have not yet 
developed. One of the large reasons is lack of backdrivability 
in actuators. 

From the point of view of large output, hydraulic actuators 
have exceptional performance, CB [13] is a humanoid robot 
using hydraulic actuator and has ability to produce large output 
force. However, in the hydraulic systems that use servo valves 
to control hydraulic motors, backdrivability is lost due to the 
medium isolation at the valve. 

Hydrostatic transmission or HST control hydraulic motors 
by controlling pump rotation and displacement. Because there 
are no valves used to isolate the medium, system becomes 
backdrivable when condition on friction is satisfied. HST's 
controlled by motors are called electrohydrostatic actuators 
and are used by power-by-wire application of aircrafts [14] 
due to its large output torque. Bobrow et al. [15] used HST 
in robot. But for the system that is focused on large output, 
backdrivability is often not desirable, thus backdrivability of 
HST is rarely mentioned. • 

The objectives of this work are the development of novel 
actuator with backdrivability and application of it to an anthro- 
pomorphic robot hand to realize dexterity, high output torque, 
adaptability, and mechanical durability simultaneously. 

In this paper, first, development of backdrivable hy drostatic 
transmission is explained. Next, developed anthropomorphic 
hand is presented. Finally, using the developed hand, grasping 
and backdriving test was performed. 



II. Development of Backdrivablb Hydrostatic 
Transmission 

A. Backdrivabttity 

The backdrivability problem lies in the apparent asymmetry 
between the input friction torque and the output friction 
force of robotic drive mechanisms. Large reduction in the 
transmission transforms a large displacement of motor rotation 
into a small displacement of the endeffector. This in turn 
results in a large endeffector force corresponds to a small 
motor torque, due to the principle of virtual work. 

Static friction inbetween input and output is the source of 
nonlinear effect of such as neutral zone and hysteresis. For the 
relationship between the endeffector force and joint torques, 
it generates an apparent asymmetry that a significantly large 
force hysteresis at the endeffector corresponds to a rather small 
torque hysteresis at the motor axis. 

The large force hysteresis at the endeffector has an critical 
importance on the performance of force control not only in 
mechanics point of view, but also in control stability point 
of view. Even with high fidelity signal of a force sensor 
at the wrist near the endeffector, the large force hysteresis 
in transmission leads to a limited closed loop performance 
of force control, It is even more critical when contacts are 
involved in the problem. 

We first derive the asymmetry of friction torque of motors 
and friction force of the end effector by using the coefficient 
Of friction loss which represents in one value the effects of 
various types of friction, such as static, Coulomb, and viscous 
frictions. 

Consider force transmission in gear drive. Forward trans- 
mission torque t/ with input torque r( is given as follows: 

*» - ^ (1 - fimech cos a sin a) t( (1) 

where a is pressure angle of involute gear, iim CC K is friction 
coefficient, and r i( r 0 are pitch radius of input and output 
gear respectively. For backdriving, relationship between torque 
applied to output axis r* and resulting torque at input axis is: 

T, 6 = ^ (1 - time* cos a sin a) t* (2) 

For backdriving to be successful, must exceed same value 
rr™ thus: 

r* > — i : — rf in = Jfrf™ (3) 

Here K is value related to friction loss of torque in the 
transmission. It can be interpreted that friction hysteresis of 
input axis is magnified by K when seen from output axis. 

For n cascaded gear system, required torque for backdriving 
becomes as follows. 

w 

It is easily seen usage of high gear ratio and large number of 
cascade significantly increases the size of friction hysteresis 
loop and degrades backdrivability. 



B. Miniature Hydrostatic Transmission 

To develop an actuator system for humanoid robots, size re- 
duction, power-weight ratio enhancement, and backdrivability 
improvement are the critical issues. 

Hydraulic systems have desirable characteristic that there 
is only very small mechanical friction in reduction and large 
reduction ratio can be obtained in single step reduction. 
However, as mentioned, conventional hydraulic system lacks 
backdrivability from medium isolation at servo valve. HST 
does not use servo valves, thus have capability of backdriving 
with few additional conditions. 

For HST to have backdrivability, both pump and hydraulic 
motor have structure such that when force is applied, it 
produces pressure, and when pressure is applied, it produces 
rotation. To have sufficient output torque, adequate reduction 
ratio is necessary. In hydraulic system, reduction ratio is the 
Tatio of pressure supporting area in pump and hydraulic motor. 

Backdrivability ensures the bidirectional force transmission, 
but to have more control over mechanical property, force 
control is necessary. Hydraulic system have large advantage 
over gear driven system that the joint torque can be measured 
by observing hydraulic pressure with small pressure sensor. 
Gear drive systems require complicated sensory system to 
measure joint torque. 

Typically, HST is used as CVT from constant engine 
rotation to variable speed output axis, so variable displacement 
pump and/or hydraulic motor are commonly used, Variable 
displacement pumps are often large, complicated and heavy. 
Variable displacement, however is not necessary in this re- 
search because servo motor is used as pump motor, which has 
advantages over Bpeed controllability, 

In this research, trochoid pumps and vane motors are used. 
Both of them are fixed displacement and have simple structure 
that enables size reduction. Also, they have structure that is 
capable of backdriving. 

C, Backdrivability Condition 

For an actuator to be backdrivable, force applied from output 
axis of actuator must be greater than force lost in actuator due 
to static friction. Thus putting torque applied to the output axis 
T 0 , torque loss in the actuator T( M5 , and resulting torque on 
input axis ri: 

Ti = T 0 - T} oss > 0 (5) 

For HST, assuming friction force in vane motor is small, 
backdriving condition becomes the condition to turn pump 
motor axis by applying pressure P. 

For trochoid pump, backdriving condition becomes as fol- 
lows. 

n = (fc^ mp - jwch • CSp) • p - <w< > o (9 

Here, k^ np and fc£™p are constants determined by pump 
structure and dimension, (imteh is friction coefficient, and 
T Je oi is friction torque from oil seals that are not related to 
pressure. 



Hence when > A^/A&Tp. pump cannot rotate 

regardless of applied pressure, which means backdrivability is 
never achieved. Thus following is the necessary condition of 
backdrivability; 

/Wh < C) 

Considering T« a i> (6) is always satisfied with large pressure 
if (7) is satisfied, so without the limitation of the pressure, (7) 
is the necessary and sufficient condition of backdrivability. 

In typical trochoid pumps, (6) is satisfied roughly with 
IJmech < 0.1. For hard metal sliding contacts with low 
viscosity oil, jw<a is ranged from 0.1 to 0.9 [16], which make 
it practically impossible to achieve backdrivability. On the 
other hand, for rolling contacts, friction coefficient becomes 
loo" t0 mo o{ of sliding contact [17] that makes the 
backdrivability highly probable. 

D. Modeling of Hydrostatic Transmission 

From equations of motion, friction, and flow rate, and motor 
electronics, they are reduced to followings with parameters 
listed in Table I: 

(s J p + Kpffq) 8 P + {Kpffp + K PF + Kp l p ) P mt 

-NT a = 0 (8) 

= (9) 
(sJ m + Kmffq) S m - (Kmt ~ K MFF p - K MF ) P mt 
+ {K MT - Kmffp - K M p) K x V t = -d (10) 

{K MV + Kmlq) 8m + K M LpP<mt 

-(l + K MLP Kx)V t = 0 (11) 
{K PLQ -Kpv)0 P + Kp L pP mt +V i = 0 (12) 

It should be noted that the equations are linear to the co- 
efficients, coefficients may vary under operating state which 
makes equations nonlinear in total. 

III. DESIGN OF BACKDRIVABLE PUMP 

From the analysis in section II-C, it became clear that to 
realize the backdrivability, all the rotating components should 
be supported by ball or roller bearings. Since ball bearing 
have gaps, it was necessary to reserve some gaps between 
the side of the rotor and pump casing to prevent collision. 
On the other hand, internal leakage increases by cube of 
gaps, degrading efficiency significantly. To solve this problem, 
constant force preloading on bearings were introduced. Fig. 
1 shows isometric view of the designed pump. To minimize 
unnecessary gap, all of the gaps along the axis is adjustable 
with shims. Bearings supporting pump rotors are preloaded 
with coil springs to eliminate axial gaps, 

Pumps are driven by brushless DC servo motor to achieve 
high power and high durability. Servo motors i 
with encoders to detect position and velocity of pumps. 
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Suction / Discharge Ports 




Pump Input Axis / 
Fig. 1. CAD Model of Miniature Trochoid Pump 



IV. The Vane Motor and Manifold Design 
The designed actuator consists of mainly three components: 
main compartment, side seals, and vane with output axis. Fig, 
2 depicts the principle of the developed vane motor. Main 
compartment is made of polycarbonate and consists of two 
layers to form channel to improve ease of tubing. Two layers 
of compartment are bonded permanently with adhesives. Side 
seals are made of aluminum alloy with bearings and oil seals 
installed. Output shaft on the vane is made with stainless steel 
and the vane is made of low-friction plastic, Oiles #80 of Oiles 
Corp. Potentiometer is installed on the output axis to measure 



Four types of vane motors with different output torque were 
developed to be used in the joint of hand with different torque 



Low pressure source 



I High pressure source 
n Jl Vane 




Fig, 2. Structure of the Vane Motor 




(c) M Vane Motor (d) S Vane Motor 



Fig. 3. Developed Vane Motors 



Forming manifold by lamination was applied also to build 
pump manifold assembly. Because there is necessity to mount 
pumps in high density, pumps are mounted in forearm with 
manifold. Manifolds by lamination technique enabled high 
density three dimensional tubing without casting. These man- 
ifolds are designed to serve as channels as well as structures 
to reduce number of components to reduce weight 

V, ANTHROPOMORPHIC ROBOT HAND 
Motion of the human hand is generated by complicated 
bone-tendon interaction. It is neither realistic to realize the 
movements totally by robot hand, nor it is necessary. In 
this research, to realize maximum DOF's and still maintain 
robustness, 20 DOF's were selected as shown in Fig. 4 as 
representative of complicated DOF's. 

Hand is equipped with four fingers and a thumb, each 
with four DOF. Fingers have distal interphalangeal (DIP) 
joint, proximal interphalangeal (PIP) joint and metacarpal pha- 
langeal (MP) joint. MP joint is realized with flexion/extension 
joint and adduction/abduction joint. Movement of metacarpal 
base was omitted to maintain the rigidity of the hand structure. 
In human, DIP and PIP movements are not totally independent 
from the interference of the force from tendons. In this 
hand, DIP and PIP on fingers are connected in parallel. To 
actuators connected in parallel, same pressure is supplied, thus 
torque is distributed mechanically. Table II shows the usage 
of developed actuators shown in Fig. 3, in the hand. Force at 
the fingertip of pointing finger is estimated approximately 22 
(N). 

Base joint of the thumb of man is generated by complicated 
movements of trapeziometacarpal (TM) joint. This movement 




Fig. 4. Joint Assignment and Link Dimension of Developed Anthropomor- 
phic Robot Hand 

TABLE II 

joints and actuators used in developed hand 
Fingers 

Joint || DIP | PIP | MP! | MP2 
Vane Size || S | M | L | M 



was simplified with two joints. MP and interphalangeal (IP) 
joints are actuated independently. In total, there are 20 DOF's, 
among them, 16 are independent because of four pairs of 
parallel connections. 

Thumb needs to be positioned opposing other fingers in 
order to realize effective grasping. As a measure, thumb was 
positioned so it can oppose middle finger. 

The developed vane motors are interconnected with linkage 
to form a ringer, MP2 joint axes are equipped with additional 
bearings to bear large moment load from grasping. Actuator 
ports are connected with polyurethane tubes. All fingertips are 
equipped with three axes force sensors to measure operating 
force. Pressure sensors are installed in all pumps for the torque 
monitoring. 

Fig. 5 shows the developed hand assembled with pump 
complex. At this present, there is no actuators on wrist, thus 
large space is reserved for future development. 

VI. Experiments 

A. Backdrivability 

To verify backdrivability of the developed system, constant 
torque was applied to output axis using pulley and weight. 
Backdriving was verified by observing pump rotation by 
encoder attached to the pump motor. The test was done with 
four different loads, each of them five runs. Test result is shown 
in Table III and pump angle trajectory is shown in Fig. 6. 

From this experiment, it is confirmed that the HST back- 
drives from pressure of around 250(mNm). 

The term intermittent mean backdriving was observed in 
some occasion but not all. One reason of this is due to static 




friction of seals. When all the friction becomes dynamic, 
then backdriving occurs and if one part sticks, then whole 
transmission stops backdriving. This is likely to happen in 
marginal conditions. Another reason is due to machining 
precision of components. There are some meshing of trochoid 
gear teeth suffer than the others. It is hard to backdrive when 
meshing is in that state. This is also observed in latter half of 
backdriving in Fig. 6. 

B. Torque Sensing by Pressure Measurement 

In hydraulic system, force acting on the output axis can be 
observed by measuring hydraulic oil pressure. In developed 
HST, pressure and torque relationship is derived from (10) 
and (1 1) and written in following from when not accelerating, 
where ki 0 ,^i j2 ) are constants under constant friction condi- 
tion. 

d = fciosnP - k a „ 2 G m (13) 

The experiment setup is similar to that of backdriving. 
Instead of constant load, vane axis was driven by linear stage 
with load cell to measure the actual load. 

Output torque was measured with load cell under different 
pump motor voltage input and different output axis speed. 
Experiment result is shown in Fig. 7. 

From least-square estimation, it was calculated as follows. 

*Wi = 4.76 x 10- 7 (Nm/Pa) 
*W = 0.407(Nms/rad) 

RMS of estimation error was 0.0079]Nm]. 



C. Grasping 

Grasping was performed with the developed hand. It was 
performed using forefinger and thumb, with proportional 
control on joint position. Target positions of the joints are 
intentionally set to values that collide with grasping objects 
to see the behavior of grasping with effect of flexibility and 
backdrivability. Thin and thick drink PET bottles were chosen 
as grasping objects. 

Fig. 8 shows the snapshot of grasping test of thick bottle. 
Fig. 9 shows selected joint angle trajectory. 

Grasping was stable in all cases, where if it lacked back- 
drivability, transmission may cause failure due to over load. 
Since joints on forefinger are smaller than the one mounted 
on thumb, they do not reach target angle. Especially, PIP of 
forefinger was backdriven by the grasping force from thumb. 

VII. Conclusions 
In this paper, backdrivable hydrostatic actuators for hu- 
rnanoid robots were developed. First, importance, and condi- 
tion of backdrivability is discussed. Analysis of backdrivability 
was performed. To form hydrostatic transmission, trochoid 
pumps and vane motors are used. Backdrivable trochoid pump 
and four types of vane motors with different displacement were 
developed. Using the developed actuators, an anthropomorphic 
robot hand with 20 degree of freedom was developed. Finally, 
backdriving, force sensing, and grasping were performed. The 
result of backdrivability test showed minimum backdriving 
pressure of about 250 (mNm) for L vane motor. Result of 
force sensing test showed the fitting error of data to the model 
equation of 0.79 x 10 _3 (Nra), which is under 2% of the 



i m = 0 [vad/s] 0) m = -0.060 [rad/s] oi o =-0. 12 [rad/s] 
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Fig. 7. Torque Sensing Data. Circular markers are experiment data. The line 
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Fig. 8. Grasp Operation with Thick Object 



range of torque to be used, Grasping test showed durability, 
flexibility and backdrivability of the hand. 
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Fig. 9. Joint Trajectory of Grasping Operation 



